sure ground, to stand on it and avoid the quagmires. I, there- and which I will refer to later. They found albumen in the stomach contents of cases of gastric carcinoma, which they accounted for as being due to the milk of the cancer. But, thinking of the albumen got in nephritis and of the cause of nephritis, I did not agree with their hypothesis, but thought that a more reasonable cause could be found, one more in harmony with the albumen of nephritis, and the fact that I have since found the Wolff-Junghans test to be positive in cases which by operation ultimately were proved to be carcinoma of the intestine, further convinced me that this explanation of it as being due to the milk of the cancer was open to criticism.
In an article of this description one can only touch on and briefly review the various theories that have been put forward, and allow the reader to draw his own conclusions as to the merits of each. Such being the case, I first of all propose to state briefly some of the theories with a few of the pros and cons,1 and then to go into more detail with regard to the theory which is primarily the reason for this article.
One of the oldest, and probably that which has taken most hold of the mind and time of pathologists up till within recent years, is what is known as the parasitic theory. In olden times the cause of cancer was thought to be an animal and it was represented as a loathsome creature driving its claws into the unhappy victim. Then 
